A.  Yes.  I know that it was dated Fred Dobson.
It was dated up FD along the belt haulage going
back to 7 east and 1 butt, which 1 butt didn't
have a belt drive at that time.  He had his dates
along that entire belt haulage.

Q.  So, he did, in fact, make that particular
location, the preshift?

A.  At 7 east he was dated up, and at the belt
tail he was dated up, or crossover belt, yes.

Q.  Well, what I'm saying is, for the two

previous shifts prior to your arrival, were you

saying that they hadn't entered any dates or

initials, and you issued Citations for not doing

that, for not making that mechanical entry?

Do you know whether they, in fact, inspected that

area?

A.  Mr. Dobson stated he did.

Q.  He did.  How about the other fellow?

A.  I don't know.  I haven't been able to determine
who was required to make that on the 4 to 12

shift.
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MSHA Inspector Lloyd Smith confirmed, that he was at the
mine in question on June 1, 1983, to conduct an inspection.
Upon walking into the No. 8 room located in the no. 8 to
no. 9 crosscut working place he observed a nonpermissible
switchbox lying along the left rib.  He described the switchbox
in question and stated that it was being used to supply
power to a submersible pump located in the no. 8 and no. 9
crosscut.  The switchbox controlled the power from the box
to the pump.  A power cable ran from the box to the pump,
and another power cable ran outby from the box towards^the
power center.  The pump was approximately 20 to 25 feet
from the box, and the pump was not running.  The pump was
located in water where the place had flooded out and the roof
in that area was not supported.  The power cable was not
energized and the switch was off, and he estimated that the
box cable was located approximately 300 to 400 feet from the
power center.  He estimated that the cable plug was approximately
two to three feet from the power center.  He identified
exhibit G-3 as the section 104(d)(l) Order that he issued
for the violation (Tr. 103-109).
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